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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 
Claims 1-29 have been amended. 

Claims 1-29 are pending . 



Claim Objections - Corrected 
1. The corrections to claims 1, 2, 15 and 28 are accepted by the Examiner, and the 
objections are hereby withdrawn. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112, second paragraph 
2. The corrections to claims 1-29 are accepted by the Examiner, and the 35 U.S.C. 112 
second paragraph rejection is hereby withdrawn. 



Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 11/7/2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

A. Regarding independent claim 1, Applicant argues in substance that the cited 
prior art of record Kamath et al (USPN 6,754,696) fails to teach or suggest "if 
said network input is selected as said selected input, receiving network signal data 
representing said audio-visual signals at said network input, outputting at an 
output said audio-visual signals in a human-perceptible form, and if said local 
input is selected as said selected input, selecting from a local signal database local 
signal data representing said audio-visual signals and outputting, at said output, 
said audio-visual signals in a human-perceptible form". Furthermore, Applicant 
argues that Kamath et al fail to mention audio and/or video signals. 



V 
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A.l. Examiner respectfully disagrees. Kamath et al teach receiving data from 
local and remote inputs. Kamath et al teach that the user is able to select how data should be 
retrieved, either locally or remotely based on the attributes of the data (col. 13 line 20-col.l4 line 
8). Kamath et al also teach the retrieved data is returned to a user in "human-perceptible" form, 
wherein the user is able to interact with and access the downloaded retrieved data (col. 5 lines 39- 
57, col.6 lines 48-57, col.ll line 39-col.l2 line 41, col.20 lines 21-31, col.30 lines 25-40). 

A. 2. Furthermore, Kamath et al does teach audio and/or video data retrieved 
from the local or remote inputs. Kamath et al disclose the retrieval and downloading of data 
objects in general, but also disclose that the data may comprise audio and/or video data in 
addition to receiving video signals for input into set-top boxes, satellite dishes, etc (col. 4 lines 
49-67, col. 13 lines 15-22). Therefore Applicant's arguments are non-persuasive and the 
rejection under Kamath et al is maintained. 

B. Regarding claim 6, Applicant argues in substance that Applicant Admitted Prior 
Art (AAPA) neither discloses nor suggests, "wherein at least one predetermined 
criterion is based on a parameter related to the costs of said network signal data". 

B. l. Examiner respectfully disagrees. As the secondary reference used in the 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejection of claim 6, AAPA discloses the common issue that "the user often has 
to pay for the audio signal stemming from the network input. ..these expenses may easily exceed 
a maximum amount the user wanted to spend initially" (page 2 lines 8-12 of specification or 
page 1 paragraph 0007). From this statement is clearly evident that the cost of audio signals from 
the network is a predicament to the user, which is a well-known occurrence. Therefore, 
combining this disclosure with the primary prior art of record, Kamath et al, establishes the bases 
for a user selecting local input as opposed to network input — due to cost and expenses associated 
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for a user selecting local input as opposed to network input — due to cost and expenses associated 
with retrieving network signal data. Applicant's arguments are therefore, non-persuasive and the 
rejection under Kamath et al and AAPA is maintained. 



Claim Objections 

4. Claim 25 is objected to because of the following informalities: in line 2 of the claim 
language, "claims 15" should be replaced with — claim 15. Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-4, 8-10, 12-18, 22-25 and 27-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Kamath et al (USPN 6,754,696). 



a. Per claim 1, Kamath et al teach a method for outputting audio-visual signals on a 



client system, said method comprising the steps of: 
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• selecting a selected input from at least one local input and at least one network 
input [col.l line 66-col.2 line 22, col. 12 lines 11-56 ]; 

• if said network input is selected as said selected input, receiving network signal 
data representing said audio-visual signals at said network input [col. 12 lines 11- 
67, col. 14 lines 1-10]; outputting at an output said audio-visual signals in a 
human-perceptible form [col.2 lines 3-22, col. 14 lines 1-10]; and 

• if said local input is selected as said selected input, selecting, from a local signal 
database, local signal data representing said audio-visual signals [col. 5 lines 39- 
57, col. 13 lines 37-51]; outputting, at said output, said audio-visual signals in a 
human-perceptible form [col.5 lines 45-57, col. 12 lines 57-62, col. 13 lines 5-67]; 

• characterized in that, said step of selecting a selected input is performed in an 
automated manner based on at least one predetermined criterion [col.2 lines 3-22, 
col.l 1 line 30-col.l2 line 62, col. 13 lines 5-36; retrieval or update of data is based 
upon the size of the object and the local available memory]. 

b. Claim 15 contains limitations that are substantially equivalent to claim 1 and is 
therefore rejected under the same basis. 

c. Per claim 2, Kamath et al teach the method as claimed in claim 1, wherein at 
least one of said at least one predetermined criterion is based on a property of said local signal 
data [col.12 lines 15-21, col.13 lines 5-36]. 

d. Claim 16 is substantially similar to claim 2 and therefore is rejected under the 
same basis. 

e. Per claim 3, Kamath et al teach the method as claimed in claim 2, wherein if said 
local input is selected said predetermined criterion is based on a property of said audio-visual 
signals being outputted [col.2 lines 2-12, col.7 lines 23-37, col.12 lines 2-6 and 11-21, col.13 
lines 5-67]. 

f. Claim 17 is substantially similar to claim 3 and is therefore rejected under the 



same basis. 
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g. Per claim 4, Kamath et al teach the method as claimed in claim 1, wherein at 
least one of said at least one predetermined criterion is based on a predetermined relation 
between a parameter related to an amount of transmitted local signal data and a parameter related 
to an amount of transmitted network signal data [col.7 lines 23-37, col. 12 line 2-colJ3 line 67, 
col. 14 lines 1-10]. 

h. Claim 18 is substantially similar to claim 4 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 

i. Per claim 8, Kamath et al teach the method as claimed in claim 1, wherein if said 
local input is selected as said selected input, said method further comprises the steps of: 
receiving of said network signal data simultaneously; and storing said network signal data in a 
buffer memory means as buffered data [col.2 lines 13-22, col.5 lines 2-38, col. 12 lines 11-62, 
col. 13 line 23-col.l4 line 10, col.30 lines 26-33]. 

j. Claim 22 is substantially similar to claim 8 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 

k. Per claim 9, Kamath et al teach the method as claimed in claim 8, wherein said 
method comprises: performing a second step of selecting a selected input is performed after said 
local input is selected; and if, in said second step of selecting, said network input is selected as 
said selected input, using said buffered data for providing network signal data [col.2 lines 13-22, 
col.5 lines 2-38, col.12 lines 11-62, col.13 line 23-col.l4 line 10, col.30 lines 26-33]. 

1. Claim 23 is substantially similar to claim 9 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 



Application/Control Number: 10/073,707 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2141 

m. Per claim 10, Kamath et al teach the method as claimed in claim 1, wherein said 
method further comprises the steps of: receiving metadata simultaneously with said step of 
receiving network signal data; and outputting said metadata in a human-perceptible form [col. 1 1 
line 18-col.l2 line 21, col. 13 lines 28-33]. 

n. Claim 25 is substantially similar to claim 10 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 

0. Per claim 12, Kamath et al teach the method as claimed in claim 10, wherein said 
method further comprises the step of: displaying said metadata on a visual output means [col.3 
line 15-col.4 line 64, col.5 lines 39-57]. 

p. Claim 27 is substantially similar to claim 12 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 

q. Per claim 13, Kamath et al teach the method as claimed in claim 1, wherein said 
network signal data is obtained from a server computer system which is communicatively 
connected to said network input, and wherein said method is performed on a client computer 
system [col.5 line 3-col.6 line 7, col.9 line 58-col.lO line 29, col.30 line 26-39]. 

r. Claim 24 is substantially similar to claim 13 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 

s. Per claim 14, Kamath et al teach the method as claimed in claim 1, wherein said 
audio-visual signals are audio signals [col. 13 lines 15-20]. 

t. Per claim 28, Kamath et al a teach computer program for running on a computer 
system, characterized in that the computer program contains code portions for performing steps 
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of a method as is claimed in claim 1 when running on a computer system [col. 3 lines 13-59, col. 5 
line 3-col.6 line 27, col. 12 lines 28-67, col. 14 line 14-col.29 line 30]. 

u. Per claim 29, Kamath et al teach a data carrier containing data representing a 
computer program as claimed in claim 28 [col.l line 66-col.21ine 29, col.3 lines 13-59, col.5 line 
3-col.6 line 27, col. 12 lines 28-67, col. 14 line 14-col.29 line 30]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 6, 11, 20 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kamath et al (USPN 6,754,696) in view of Applicant Admitted Prior Art (US Publication 
2002/01221 16)— hereafter referred to as, AAPA. 

a. Per claim 6, Kamath et al the method of claim 1 as applied above, yet fails to 
explicitly teach the method, wherein at least one predetermined criterion is based on a parameter 
related to the costs of said network signal data. However, AAPA discloses predetermined criteria 
based on parameters such as, the type of data being accessed or the network connection, which 
are related to the cost of acquiring network data [page 1, paragraphs 006-0007]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Kamath et al and AAPA for the purpose of 
assessing a fee or cost for using the network to attain data — based on the parameters relative to 
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the type of data being attained, the type of connection established with network, the size of the 
data, and so forth; because it allows for compensation of the network usage which is an obvious 
feature exercised in the art. 

b. Claims 11, 20 and 26 are substantially similar to claim 6 and are therefore 
rejected under the same basis. 

9. Claims 5, 7, 19 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kamath et al (USPN 6,754,696) in view of Pardikar et al (USPN 6,757,705). 

a. Per claim 5, Kamath et al the method of claim 4 as applied above, yet fails to 
explicitly teach the method, wherein said predetermined relation is a ratio of the amount of 
transmitted local signal data and the amount of transmitted network signal data. However, 
Pardikar et al teach a predetermined relation between the amount of data retrievable via local 
input and the amount of data retrieved via the network input [Figure 8, col.l lines 15-27, col.4 
lines 35*62, col.5 line 38-col.6 line 5, col.6 line 52-col.7 line 29, col.9 lines 55-65]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Kamath et al and Pardikar et al for the purpose 
of comparing the relativity of the data acquired from the user's local cache system and from the 
remote network server, wherein to fulfill the user's request, more or less data may need to be 
ascertained from the network in relation to the amount of data already locally cached. 

b. Claims 7 and 21 are substantially similar to claims 4-6 and are therefore rejected 
under the same basis. 
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Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: Periyannan et al (USPN 6,587,928), Pitts et al (USPN 6,505,241), Hopmann et al 
(USPN 6,578,054) and Singh et al (USPN 5,881,229). 

11. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kristie Shingles whose telephone number is 571-272-3888. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:30-6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on 571-272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
Kristie Shingles 
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